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Art Unit: 2854 

DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1-15 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

With respect to claim 1, it is suggested that the terms "a rest horizontal 
position" , "a loading vertical position" "a height" in lines 12-14 be deleted and 
replaced with —the rest horizontal position—, —the loading vertical position—, 
and —the height— since each of these terms was previously recited in lines 5-7. 

With respect to claim 3, as written, this claim is merely a functional 
recitation of a desired mode of operation. To correct this problem, it is 
suggested that the phrase —is configured to partially remove— be inserted in 
place of —partially removes— to provide a more structural recitation in the 
claim. 

With respect to claim 8, the term ""the particular compartment's 
respective imaged vertical position" has no proper antecedent basis since no 
imaged vertical position was ever previously recited. To correct this problem, it 
is suggested that this language be amended to the following or other similar 
l^guageT — aii imaged vertical position of the reTspective'c^ ~ 

Appropriate correction and/or clarification is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that 
the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any 
inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the 
inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at 
the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the 
applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1-2, 4-6, 9, 16-19 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

— being unpatented (US — 

4,878,799). Rombult et al. teach an apparatus and method as recited with the 
exception of each compartment being movable to a loading horizontal position 
at the loading vertical position as recited. 
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In particular, note Rombult et al. teach an apparatus and method of 
loading a printing plate 26 to an imager 16 comprising pre-loading a printing 
plate into a particular compartment of a magazine 34, 36 containing a plurality 
of compartments 24 each for holding (at least) a single printing plate 26, the 
compartments arranged vertically and movable in a vertical direction, each 
compartment having a respective rest vertical position at a rest horizontal 
position (original position of compartment 24 before movement), each 
respective compartment further having a loading vertical position (position 
after movement by elevator mechanism 40) at which the respective 
compartment is at a height for loading onto the imager or unloading from the 
imager, and lifting or lowering (with elevator mechanism 40) the particular 
compartment from its rest vertical position at its rest horizontal position to its 
loading vertical position such that the particular plate can be loaded onto the 
imager. The device of Rombult et al. also includes an automatic plate loader 
25, 28 for removing the plate from the particular compartment and loading the 
plate onto the imager. Again, note the device and method of Rombult is 
broadly capable of loading flexographic plates and therefore, Rombult et al. 
meets the apparatus and method "fdrloadirig"and uTi 
as recited. 

Note Rombult et al. teach the compartments (after vertical positioning) 
are stationary while the automatic plate loader mechanism is horizontally 
movable into contact with the plate in the vertically positioned compartment. 
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However, Seto et al. teach an apparatus and method including a plurality of 
vertically and horizontally movable compartments such that each compartment 
is first vertically moved to a loading vertical position and then horizontally 
moved to a loading horizontal position into contact with a loader mechanism to 
pick up the film sheet. See, for example, Figures 1 and 3 and the embodiment 
of Figures 10-13 as described in columns 10-11 in particular. 

In view of this teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide the compartments of Rombult et al. to be horizontally 
movable to a loading horizontal position when at the vertical loading position to 
provide a more compact and simplified mechanism for loading the plates into 
the imaging device (i.e., one that does not require any additional and 
potentially complicated horizontal movement of the automatic plate loader 
mechanism). 

With respect to claim 2, the automatic plate loader mechanism of 
Rombult et al. as modified by Seto et al. would function to remove the plate 
from the compartment at the plate's loading horizontal position as recited. 

With respect to claims 4 and 17, note the automatic plate loader 25, 28 
ofTiomb^ protective sheet remover 2 5 for 

removing the protective sheet prior to loading of the plate on the imager. 

With respect to claims 5-6 and 18-19, note Rombult et al. teach the 
lifting mechanism 40 is operative to lift and lower either the entire group of 
tables (see column 4, lines 64-67) or lifting the compartments individually 
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(depending upon which compartments are supported by the table support 
mechanism) as described in column 4, lines 49-61 and column 5, lines 41-44). 

With respect to claims 9 and 24, note Rombult et al. specifically teach 
anywhere from 2 to 5 compartments and Seto et al. show at least 5 
compartments. Although neither specifically teaches at least 10 
compartments, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide as many compartments as necessary or desired to provide for any 
necessary or desired number of different sizes or types of plates, each different 
plate being housed in a separate compartment. Therefore, there is no 
unobviousness in providing at least 10 compartments in the apparatus and 
method of Rombult et al. as modified by Seto et al. to provide a larger selection 
of plates (of different sizes or types) to be imaged in the plate imager. 



Double Patenting 

5. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially 
created doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so 
as to prevent the unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to 
exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by multiple 
assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 
1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van 
- _-Omum,-686-F, 2d-937— 2-14 -USPQ-76 iiGePA-i 982) ; In're Vogei, 422T:2d*4387 " 
164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a 
nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or 
patent is shown to be commonly owned with this application. See 37 
CFR 1.130(b). 
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Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may 
sign a terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must 
fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

6. Claims 1-2, 4-9, and 16-24 are provisionally rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable 
over claims 1-19 of copending Application No. 10/791,305 in view of Rombult 
et al. (US 5,738,014). US Application No. 10/791,305 teaches an apparatus 
and method for loading and unloading flexible plates to and from an imager as 
recited with the exception of the apparatus including an automatic plate loader 
to remove the plate from the particular compartment and load the plate onto 
the imager. However, Rombult et al. teach an automated plate imaging system 
including an automatic plate loader 25, 28 that removes the plate from the 
particular compartment 24 and loads the plate on the imager 20. In view of 
this teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the apparatus and method of 10/791,305 with an automatic plate 
loader as taught by Rombult et al. to provide an apparatus and method for 
loading plates in an imager that requires less involvement of a human operator 
and therefore provides imaging of plates in a more rapid manner. 

With respect to claim 2, 10/79 i, 305 as modified by Rombult et~al7 would 
provide the plate loader to remove the plate from the particular compartment at 
the plate's loading horizontal position. 
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With respect to claims 4 and 17, note Rombult et al. teach the automatic 
plate loader 25, 28 can include an automatic protective sheet remover 25 to 
remove the protective sheet prior to loading of the plate on the imager. 

With respect to claims 5 and 18, note claims 3 and 12 of 10/791,305. 

With respect to claims 6 and 19, note claims 4 and 13 of 10/791,305. 

With respect to claims 7 and 20, note claims 5 and 14 of 10/791,305. 

With respect to claims 8 and 21, note claims 6 and 15 of 10/791,305. 

With respect to claims 9 and 24, note claims 9 and 18 of 10/791,305. 

With respect to claim 22, note claims 7 and 16 of 10/791,305. 

With respect to claim 23, note claims 8 and 17 of 10/791,305. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 3, 10-15, and 25-28 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 

sui^'e'cr^ 

fairly suggest an apparatus for loading and unloading flexographic plates to 
and from an imager having all of the structure as recited, in combination with 
and particularly including, the automatic plate loader being configured to 
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partially remove the plate from the particular compartment prior to the plate 
being moved to the plate's loading horizontal position. 

With respect to claims 10 and 25, the prior art of record fails to teach or 
fairly suggest an apparatus for loading and unloading flexographic plates to 
and from an imager having all of the structure as recited, in combination with 
and particularly including, a first mechanism including a first set of vacuum 
holders under control of the control system, the first mechanism movable to 
move a plate in the particular compartment to an intermediate horizontal 
position and further moving the plate from the intermediate horizontal position 
to an image loading position. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. Boutet (US 5,246,326) and Azzaroni (US 4,539,794) 
each teach a machine for loading and unloading imageable films having 
obvious similarities to the claimed subject matter. 

4 0 . — Any-inquiry concerning this~commum 

from the examiner should be directed to Leslie J. Evanisko whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-2161. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 
7:30 am-6:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Andrew H. Hirshfeld can be reached on (571) 272-2168. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 

Leslie J. Evanisko 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2854 

lje 

March 21, 2005 



